technologies/materials that have been promoted to cease keratoconus progression 2, 3 or to correct presbyopia by restoring active accommodation. 4 In order to assess the relative efficacy of each procedure and to establish the best treatment pattern among them, it is important to carry out comparative evaluations of visual performance using standardised behavioural tests, such as visual acuity and contrast sensitivity or other more elaborated psychophysical procedures. 5, 6 In addition, various objective computational techniques 7, 8 coupled with imaging of the eye 9 have become a rapidly advancing field in ophthalmology, enhancing both clinical practice 10, 11 and research. They form a complementary way to assess visual performance since they provide a better insight by distinguishing optical changes (e.g. pupil diameter, lens movement, higher-order aberrations) to other neural/behavioural factors which may also influence ''real-world'' visual experience. Finally, ocular parameters, such as intraocular pressure, can nowadays be monitored by less invasive but precise techniques, which consider the potential influence of corneal biomechanical properties on its measurement. 12 The wide range of established new technologies for imaging the eye and assessing visual performance can bridge the gap between theoretical/scientific interpretations and patients' needs, satisfaction and complaints, offering to the eye care practitioner an ongoing search for improved methods of rehabilitation and diagnosis.
